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Art Unit: 2615 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed February 28, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

2. Regarding claim 1 rejection under 35 (JSC 102(b), Josh! teaches the claimed 
features. Joshi teaches an external memory that can have data recorded to it (Col. 3, 
lines 7-30). Joshi also teaches that alternatively the vendor can record this data to a 
second memory (Col. 7, lines 54-57), wherein it is well known at the time of the 
invention that certain programs require users to swap diskettes to execute the program 
in its entirety (e.g. video games that ran on DOS frequently required disks to be 
swapped when a new location in the video game was reached). Furthermore the claim 
language does not differentiate the type of digital data that is recorded and reproduced. 
A program comprises digital data that can be recorded and reproduced, and the claim 
language is given the broadest interpretation without reading the specification into the 
limitations. The rejection under 35 USC 102(b) stands as previously presented. 

3. Regarding claims 1, 2, 5, and 8, as rejected under 35 USC 103, Tanaka teaches 
that the external memories can be individually identified (i.e. there's a diminishing 
chance that two external memories will have the same identification code when the 
code is long and random) (Col. 8, lines 21-30 and Col. 11, line 51 - Col. 12, line 10). 
Tanaka also teaches that an external memory that is not genuine will display an error 
message, implying that a different memory is mounted when the identification does not 
match (Col. 16, lines 48-53). Furthermore, it is submitted that Tanaka teaches a 
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recording device to record the identification data in the external memory (Col. 2, lines 
16-44). It is irrelevant that individual embodiments lack certain features of other 
embodiments, Tanaka teaches that the embodiments can be combined in any fashion 
that would be obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of invention (Col. 47, lines 47- 
52). The rejections under 35 USC 103(a) stand as previously presented. 
4. Regarding claims 3, 4, 6, 7, and 9-16, as rejected under 35 USC 103 also stand 
as previously presented. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Joshi, 
cited previously as pertinent non-cited art. 

7. Joshi teaches a computer software security system that uses identification data 
in an external memory (Col. 3, lines 54-63 and Col. 4, lines 35-46). The internal 
memory also stores the identification data (Col. 5, lines 26-29). Joshi also teaches that 
a message is displayed when the two identification data's do not match (Col. 6, lines 39- 
64), wherein it is inherent that after a new external memory is mounted and checked the 
error message taught by Joshi will be displayed (Col. 6, lines 61-64). 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 1, 2, 5, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tanaka. 

1 0. Regarding previously presented claim 1 , see Tanaka, 

A digital recording and reproducing apparatus which is capable of having a removable external memory 
mounted therein, for performing recording of recording data in the extemal memory and reproduction 
based on the recording data recorded in the extemal memory, the digital recording and reproducing 
apparatus comprising: 

an identification data-generating block that generates identification data that identifies the 
external memory individually; (Col. 8, lines 21-30 and Col. 1 1 , line 51 - Col. 12, line 10) 

an intemal memory in which the identification data can be recorded; and (Col. 8, lines 1 6-20). 

a control block that records the identification data in the extemal memory and said intemal 
memory, and canries out identification data determination processing that determines, when mounting of 
the extemal memory is detected, whether or not the identification data recorded in the extemal memory 
and the identification data recorded in said intemal memory are identical to each other, (Col. 8, lines 
31 -62) and to display a message that notifies a different extemal memory has been mounted when the 
identification data are different from each other (Col. 16, lines 37-57). 

Tanaka teaches these features in several different embodiments and combinations 

thereof (Col. 16, lines 2-12),. In a first embodiment Tanaka teaches a identification 

data-generating block and they also teach that an internal memory containing the 

identification is compared to the external memory's identification data for the purpose of 

copyright management. Tanaka teaches that the first embodiment can provide different 

ways to restrict the playback of audio or video, and it is inherent that a playback device 

has a display device, however the first embodiment does not teach the display of a 

message with these features. In a fourth embodiment, Tanaka teaches that an error 

message can be displayed when data does not match the expected data in a data field, 

which is separate from the CIS field (see Fig. 5). Similar to the first embodiment (Col. 8, 
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lines 31-39), Tanaka teaches that the JD (judge means) also detects the differences 
between expected values and recorded values (Col. 18, lines 25-45). It would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention to have restricted the playback of audio with 
an error message for the purpose of providing visual feedback to the user 

1 1 . Regarding claim 2, the further limitation of claim 1 , see Tanaka, 

... wherein said control block records the identification data in both of the external memory and said 
internal memory before the recording data is recorded in the external memory, (Col. 7, lines 1 8-23). 

Tanaka teaches this feature. 

12. Regarding claim 5, the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1. Tanaka teaches that the identification data-generating block 
generates random numerical data. 

1 3. Regarding claim 8, the further limitation of claim 2, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 2 and 5. Tanaka teaches the features of claims 2 and 5. 



14. Claims 3, 4, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Kubo, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,631 ,427. 

1 5. Regarding claim 3, the further limitation of claim 2, see Tanaka, 

... wherein said control block carries out the identification data determination processing when the 
external memory is mounted after having been removed during recording of the recording data in the 
external memory, 

said control block continuing to record the recording data in the mounted external memory when the 
identification data recorded in the external memory and the identification data recorded in said internal 
memory are identical to each other, and 

carrying out predetermined enror-handling processing when the identification data recorded in the external 
memory and the identification data recorded in said internal memory are different from each other (Col. 
2, line 63 -Col. 3, line 2). 
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Tanaka teaches the predetermined error-handling in a memory system. Tanaka 
teaches that the identification data is compared to determine whether or not the data 
can be used. Tanaka does not teach the step of recording the data to the memory 
system. Kubo teaches the recording of digital data to a memory device (Col. 1 , lines 
41 -53). Kubo teaches that the discriminating means decide whether or not recording 
can be done on the memory. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine the teachings of Tanaka and Kubo for the purpose of creating a 
protected removable data system. 

16. Regarding claim 4, the further limitation of claim 2, 

. . . wherein said control block causes the recording data to be recorded in said internal memory when the 
external memory is removed during recording of the recording data in the external memory, candies out 
the identification data determination processing when the external memory is mounted, and records the 
recording data recorded in said internal memory in the mounted external memory when the identification 
data recorded in the external memory and the identification data recorded in said internal memory are 
identical to each other 

Tanaka teaches the features of claim 2, and teaches the identification data 
determination processing when the external memory is mounted. Tanaka does not 
teach the recording of data to an internal memory. Kubo teaches that the recording 
process records to the internal memory when the external memory is removed during 
recording (Col. 1, lines 32-38 and lines 49-53). Kubo teaches that the recorded data in 
the internal memory is recorded to the external memory (Col. 6, lines 40-45). 

17. Regarding claim 9, the further limitation of claim 3, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 3 and 5. The combination of Tanaka and Kubo teach these 
features. 
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18. Regarding claim 10, the further limitation of claim 4, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 4 and 5. The combination of Tanaka and Kubo teach these 
features. 

19. Claims 6, 7, 11, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tanaka as applied to claims 1 and 5 above, and further in view of 
Pawlowski et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,038,199 (hereinafter Pawlowski). 

20. Regarding claim 6, the further limitation of claim 1 , 

. . . wherein the recording data is sound data, and wherein the digital recording and reproducing apparatus 
includes a sound signal input block for inputting an analog sound signal, a sound data generation block 
for generating the sound data by converting the analog sound signal to digital data and compressing the 
digital data, a sound signal generation block for decon^pressing the sound data recorded in the external 
memory to generate the digital data and converting the digital data to the analog sound signal, and an 
amplifier circuit for amplifying the converted analog sound signal to output the amplified sound signal. 

Tanaka teaches the features of claim 1 , however Tanaka does not teach the sound 
processing blocks as described by these limitations. Pawlowski teaches a portable 
digital audio recorder. The device has the sound signal input block (Fig. 3, unit 56), the 
sound data generation block, and the sound signal generation block (Fig. 3, units 52 
and 54) for outputting an amplified signal (Fig. 3, unit 58) from an external memory (Fig. 
3, unit 64). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Tanaka and Pawlowski for the purpose of creating protected audio works. 

21 . Regarding claim 7, the further limitation of claim 5, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 6, Tanaka teaches the features of claim 5, and therefore the 
combination of Tanaka and Pawlowski teach the features of claim 7. 
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22. Regarding claim 1 1 , the further limitation of claim 2, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 2 and 6. The combination of Tanaka and Pawlowski teach these 
features. 

23. Regarding claim 14, the further limitation of claim 8, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 6 and 8. The combination of Tanaka and Pawlowski teach these 
features. 

24. Claims 12, 13, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Tanaka and Kubo as applied to claim 3 above, 
and further in view of Pawlowski. 

25. Regarding claim 12, the further limitation of claim 3, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 3 and 6. The combination of Tanaka and Kubo teach the features 
of claim 3, however they do not teach the sound processing blocks as described by 
these limitations. Pawlowski teaches a portable digital audio device with these features. 
It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings 
of Pawlowski with the combination of Tanaka and Kubo for the purpose of aeating 
protected audio works. 

26. Regarding claim 13, the further limitation of claim 4, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 4 and 6. The combination of Tanaka, Kubo, and Pawlowski teach 
these features. 



Application/Control Number: 09/910,849 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2615 

27. Regarding claim 15, the further limitation of claim 9, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 6 and 9. The combination of Tanaka, Kubo, and Pawlowski teach 
these features. 

28. Regarding claim 16, the further limitation of claim 1 0, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claims 6 and 10. The combination of Tanaka, Kubo, and 
Pawlowski teach these features. 

Conclusion 

29. The applicant is reminded that Technology Center 2600 has undergone 
restructuring as of March 19, 2006. Any further communication regarding this 
application should indicate the new Art Unit 2615 (old art unit 2644). 

30. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel R. Sellers whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7528. The examiner can normally be reached Monday to Friday, 9am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Iran can be reached on (571 )272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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